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II. Remarks 

In response to the Office Action mailed December 17, 2004 kindly enter the 
foregoing amendment and consider the following remarks. Pursuan: to 37 CFR 
§1.112, Applicants request reconsideration of each and every ground of rejection set 
forth in the Office Action. 

The Office Action and the references cited therein have been carefully 
considered. In this Amendment, daim 9 has been amended, claims 18-20 have 
been added and thus claims 1, 3-6 and 8-9 are pending and are at isste herein. In 
view of these amendments and the following remarks, favorable reconsideration of 
this application is requested. 

CLAIM REJE CTIONS UNDER 35 USC S112 

Claim 9 stands rejected under 35 U.S.O §112, second paragraph as being 
indefinite. The Applicants have amended claim 9 to recite that the fourth layer forms 
a substrate for installation of the vehicle trim panel. Accordingly, this Applicants 
assert claim 9 is definite, aJthough the Applicants assert that prior claim 9 was 
definite, as vehicle trim panels are conventionally attached to pre-formed substrates 
which define the contours of the particular panel, as is well known in the art. 
Favorable reconsideration is respectfully requested. 

CLAIM REJ ECTIONS UNDER 35 USC sma 

Claims 1, 3-5 and 9 stand rejected under 35 U.S.O §103(fi) as being 
unpatentable over Sandoe (U.S. Publication No. 2001/0036788) in view of Namura 
(U.S. Pat. No. 5.965,251). 

The Applicants respectfully assert that the Sandoe reference does not teach a 
second layer formed of a second material comprising a natural fibei composite 
having natural fibers mixed with polypropylene fibers. The Sandoe reference is 
directed towards generating a headliner having certain sound absorbing 
characteristics by controlling the denier of fibers, and in particular provicing a blend 
of fibers having different deniers. i.e. fine denier fibers, regular denier fibers and 
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binder fibers (see first sentence of paragraph 0027). Likewise, the bincer fibers can 
also be a blend of high and low melting point thermoplastic fibers (see last sentence 
of paragraph 0027). Accordingly, in paragraph 0030 of the Sandoe reference refers 
to the stiffening layers 14 and 16 comprising a batt similar or dissimilar fiber blends, 
and then begins listing the different ranges and percentages of deniers; to be used. 
Accordingly, the Sandoe reference is not teaching a natural fiber composite, but 
rather is teaching. 

Furthermore, the statement in paragraph 0031 of the Sandoe reference that 
"In essence, the fibers of the stiffening layers 14, 16 can be the same fibers as the 
core" is hardly a teaching of a natural fiber composite. That is, one of ordinary skill in 
the art, upon reading this portion of the Sandoe reference, would not think that the 
Sandoe reference teaches utilizing a natural fiber composite to form a layer of a 
vehicle trim panel. In fact, the only reference to natural fibers is in paragraph 0028 of 
the Sandoe reference, which says that the fibers in the core layer can bu a variety of 
synthetic and natural fiber, but does not specifically state that it can be a natural fiber 
composite. 

The Office Action also asserts that a person of skill in the art, upon reading 
the Sandoe reference, would need to refer to another reference to determine the 
composition of the decorative fabric covering. The Applicants respecHully traverse 
this assertion. The brief attention given to the decorative fabric covering 18 in the 
Sandoe reference is because such coverings are well known in the art, 'vhich Is why 
the Sandoe reference merely refer to, "any suitable fabric conventionally used for 
headliners*. Accordingly, as a person of skill in the art has "skill in the art", and as 
Sandoe only references conventionally used fabrics, there is not need for such a 
person to refer to any other reference. The person is already aware of 
"conventionally used fabrics". Accordingly, the motivation for combinatio i set forth in 
the Office Action is failing. 

Even assuming the propriety of the combination, the Namura reference only 
refers to decorative layers which are attached to the underlying layer by a separate 
adhesive layer, column 13 lines 7-20. Likewise, while the Sandoe reference does 
refer to attaching a decorative fabric covering 18 either simultaneously or in a 
second step (paragraphs 0036 and 0038), there is simply no teaching or suggestion 
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that the adhesive layer can be eliminated. 

In sum, while both the Sandoe reference and the Namura reference contain a 
laundry list of numerous types of materials that can be used for various headliner 
layers, there is simply no teaching or suggestion to select the particular materials 
recited by the claims of the present invention from both the list of materials in the 
Namura reference and the list of materials in the Sandoe reference, to result in first 
and second layers which form a chemical bond. It is only with hindsignt, using the 
Applicants disclosure as a road map, that one would make the particular combination 
proposed by the Examiner. The references themselves support this pcsitron as the 
Namura reference only refers to using an adhesive layer to connect the first and 
second layers, while the Sandoe reference specifically states that the first layer is not 
a part of that invention (first sentence of paragraph 0033). 

For all these reasons, the Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of 
the rejection of independent claim 1, as well as its dependent claims. 

The Applicants also direct the Examiner's attention to new dependent claims 
18, 19 and 20, which assist in further defining the present application over the prior 
art. Favorable consideration is respectfully requested. 
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CONCLUSION 



In view of the preceding amendments and remarks, the Applicants 
respectfully submit that the specification is in order and that all of the c aims are now 
in condition for allowance. If the Examiner believes that personal contact would be 
advantageous to the disposition of this case, the Applicants respectfully request that 
the Examiner contact the Attorney of the Applicants at the earliest convenience of 
the Examiner. 

Applicants have calculated no fees to be presently due in connection with the 
filing of this Paper. However, Applicants have authorized charging of any fee 
deficiency to the deposit account of Applicant's assignee, Visteon Global 
Technologies, Inc., as indicated in the Transmittal accompanying this Statement. 




Date 
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